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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see remarks filed June 22, 2006 with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been fully considered and 
are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of newly found prior art 
Hamalainen et al. (5,729,541). 

Hamalainen, which is in the same field of endeavor, teaches allocating a locally 
unique code to a destination mobile station, which is a temporary mobile identity (TMPI) 
(See Figure 6, Cols. 7 lines 10-14, lines 31 - 40). Hamalainen further teaches 
wherein the whole TMPI is included in each of bursts at a predetermined location 
therein to indicate to said mobile station that said mobile station is a target for downlink 
data (See Figure 6, Cols. 7 lines 10 - 14, lines 31 - 40, 9 lines 46 - 56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Vedrine with the indication method of 
Hamalainen for the purpose of informing the mobile stations about incoming packet data 
transmissions as taught by Hamalainen. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 , 2, and 4 - 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vedrine (US 6,707,808 B1) in view of Hamalainen et al. (5,729,541 ). 

Regarding Claim 1, Vedrine teaches a method of wirelessly transmitting data 
signals to one of a plurality of mobile stations, each of which can sense the transmitted 
signal, the method comprising: transmitting a radio block, comprising a plurality of 
bursts and conveying data belonging to a plurality of data streams, to said mobile 
station (Column 5 lines 27 - 53). 

Vedrine does not teach allocating a locally unique code to a destination mobile 
station and wherein a whole of said code is included in each of said bursts at a 
predetermined location therein to indicate to said mobile station that said mobile station 
is a target for said radio block. 

Hamalainen, which is in the same field of endeavor, teaches allocating a locally 
unique code to a destination mobile station (Figure 6, Cols. 7 lines 10-14, lines 31 - 
40, TMPI is the code). Hamalainen further teaches wherein the a whole of said code is 
included in each of bursts at a predetermined location therein to indicate to said mobile 
station that said mobile station is a target for downlink data (Figure 6, Cols. 7 lines 10 - 
14, lines 31 - 40, 9 lines 46 - 56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Vedrine with the indication method of 
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Hamalainen for the purpose of informing the mobile stations about incoming packet data 
transmissions as taught by Hamalainen. 

Regarding Claim 2, Vedrine in view of Hamalainen teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1. Hamalainen further teaches wherein said location is static 
(Figure 6, the TMPI will be in the same location). 

Regarding Claim 4, Vedrine teaches a method of operating a mobile station for 
the reception of data signals, the method comprising: receiving a burst of a radio block, 
the radio block comprising a plurality of bursts and conveying data belonging to a 
plurality of data streams, to said mobile station (Column 5 lines 27 - 53). 

Vedrine does not teach receiving a locally unique code; extracting a code from a 
predetermined location in said burst and decoding said radio block if the extracted code 
matches said locally unique code; and wherein a whole of said code is included at the 
predetermined location to indicate to said mobile station that said mobile station is a 
target for said radio block. 

Hamalainen teaches receiving a locally unique code (Figure 6, Cols. 7 lines 10 - 
14, lines 31 - 40, 9 lines 46 - 56, TMPI is the code); extracting a code from a 
predetermined location in a burst and decoding the downlink data if the extracted code 
matches said locally unique code (Figure 6, Cols. 7 lines 10-14, lines 31 -40, 9 lines 
46 - 56, the bursts will be decoded to extract the TMPI, which is the code) and wherein 
a whole of said code is included at the predetermined location to indicate to said mobile 
station that said mobile station is a target for downlink data (Figure 6, Cols. 7 lines 10 - 
14, lines 31 -40, 9 lines 46-56). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Vedrine with the indication method of 
Hamalainen for the purpose of informing the mobile stations about incoming packet data 
transmissions as taught by Hamalainen. 

Regarding Claim 5, Vedrine in view of Hamalainen teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 4. Vedrine further teaches transmitting a radio block 
comprising a plurality of bursts (Column 5 lines 27 - 53). Hamalainen further teaches 
each burst containing said extracted code in a predetermined location (Figure 6). 

Regarding Claim 6, Vedrine in view of Hamalainen teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 4. Vedrine further teaches a mobile station including 
receiving means and processing means (Column 5 lines 27 - 53, in order for the mobile 
station to perform these functions said mobile station must have a receiving and 
processing means thus this is an inherent characteristic). 

Regarding Claim 7, Vedrine in view of Hamalainen teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 5. Vedrine further teaches a mobile station including 
receiving means and processing means (Column 5 lines 27 - 53, in order for the mobile 
station to perform these functions said mobile station must have a receiving and 
processing means thus this is an inherent characteristic). 

4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vedrine 
(US 6,707,808 B1) in view of Hamalainen et al. (5,729,541), as applied to Claim 1 
above, and further in view of Chillariga et al. (US 2001/0030956) 
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Regarding Claim 3, Vedrine in view of Hamalainen teaches all of the claimed 
limitations recited in Claim 1 . Vedrine further teaches transmitting a further radio block, 
comprising a plurality of bursts and conveying data belonging to a plurality of data 
streams, to said mobile station (Column 5 lines 27 - 53). 

Vedrine in view of Hamalainen does not teach wherein the whole of said code is 
included in each of said bursts at another predetermined location therein to indicate that 
said mobile station may transmit in the next uplink radio block. 

Chillariga teaches wherein the whole of said code is included in each of said 
bursts at another predetermined location therein to indicate that said mobile station may 
transmit in the next uplink radio block (Sections: 0028, 0079). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the bursts of Vedrine in view of Hamalainen to include the 
USF information taught by Chillariga for the purpose of providing dynamic channel 
allocation thus creating a wireless communication system that overcomes the 
communication problems resulting from interference, noise, fading, and other 
disturbances as taught by Chillariga. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Raymond S. Dean whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7877. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 6:00-2:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward F. Urban can be reached on 571-272-7899. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Raymond S. Dean 
August 24, 2006 





EDWARD F. URBAN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



